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Responses to Comment Set 4 
4-1 The Putah Creek crossing and location of the work areas are shown in the Draft EIR, Appendix 

1E, Jurisdictional Delineation Maps (2240-W-521).  It is not possible to determine at this time, 
whether the mentioned future improvements or permanent creek crossing would conflict with 
the location of the pipeline because there is presently no formal proposal being considered.  To 
respond to this comment, the City of Davis was contacted to investigate whether a future 
crossing could be installed and city representatives indicated that lacking a formal proposal, no 
funding or design information exists.  The proposed pipeline crossing would be performed 
using a horizontal directional drill, as shown in Section D.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) 
Table D.8-6, page D.8-8 of the Draft EIR.  This means that all construction disturbances would 
occur well outside of the existing creek and associated riparian zone.  This should avoid any 
potential impact to the stream or riparian vegetation will occur, and would not be likely to 
disrupt any future developments in the area.   
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Responses to Comment Set 5 
5-1 The highest level of detail regarding the location of the pipeline adjacent to county roads and 

the locations of road crossings is shown in the Draft EIR, Appendix 1E, Jurisdictional 
Delineation Maps.  These maps generally show where the pipeline would be when it would be 
within the public right-of-way, although negotiations with Solano County would influence the 
final design.  The information in Appendix 1E of the Draft EIR was used in the analysis of 
impacts to county roads described in Impact T-1:  Roadway Blockage, Equipment Safety, and 
Traffic Congestion, in Section D.12.3.3 of the Draft EIR, page D.12-9.  Mitigation Measure 
T-1a (Limit Lane Closure) would require SFPP to conduct the construction in a manner that 
would minimize lane closures. 

5-2 Comment noted.  Table A-1 (Permits Required) of the Draft EIR page A-1 notes that Solano 
County would require an encroachment permit and a discretionary agreement, and Mitigation 
Measure T-1b (Traffic Control Plans), on page D.12-10 of the Draft EIR, would require SFPP 
to prepare the Traffic Control Plan.  Further, Mitigation Measure T-6a (Restoration of Roads) 
of the Draft EIR page D.12-14 would require restoring the condition of the roads according to 
the agreement required by Solano County.  Any open trench road crossings would need to be 
negotiated between Solano County and SFPP during negotiation of this agreement.   
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Responses to Comment Set 6 
6-1 From the Draft EIR Section D.9 (Land Use), Table D.9-6 has been revised in this Final EIR to 

note the correct street name (see Section 4, changes to page D.9-8).  The text of Section 
D.9.1.2, Land Use, Environmental Setting, has also been revised in this Final EIR (see 
Section 4, changes to page D.9-8). 

6-2 Figure D.4-3 is located in Section D.4 (Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR page D.4-78.  
This figure shows the Cordelia Mitigation Segment along Ramsey Road and Cordelia Road, 
which is defined in Mitigation Measure B-4a (Cordelia Mitigation Segment) of the Draft EIR 
page D.4-77.  

6-3 Tables D.12-1 through D.12-6 in the Draft EIR pages D.12-2 through D.12-7 illustrate SFPP’s 
understanding of the jurisdiction of each encroachment or crossing.  For portions of certain 
roadways, including portions of East Tabor Avenue, Walters Road, and Peabody Road on 
page D.12-5 of the Draft EIR, SFPP understands the jurisdiction to be divided along the 
roadway centerline.  The City of Fairfield would have additional opportunities to further clarify 
the boundaries of its jurisdiction during the City’s permit review process shown, as shown in 
Table A-1 (Permits Required) of the Draft EIR page A-1.   

6-4 Table E-1, page E-6 of the Draft EIR, has been revised (Sites #51 and 57) in this Final EIR to 
note the correct street names (see Section 4, changes to page E-6). 

6-5 With this Final EIR, Table D.9-4 has been revised to note the presence of the Southbrook and 
Cordelia Villages residential communities and the Oakbrook Elementary School west of I-680 
(see Section 4, changes to page D.9-5).  The Green Valley Middle School at Central Way and 
Link Road would be more than 0.5 miles north of any of the pipeline alternatives considered in 
the analysis, beyond the study area width of approximately 1,000 feet.   

6-6 The Fairfield Civic Center and other land uses north of SR 12 in Fairfield would generally be 
more than 0.5 miles from any of the alternatives considered in the analysis.  The Fairfield Civic 
Center would be approximately 1.5 miles north of the Proposed Project, beyond the study area 
width of approximately 1,000 feet.   

6-7 The text of this Final EIR has been revised to note the Jehovah’s Witness Kingdom Hall facility 
as a sensitive receptor that is under construction.  Table D.9-6 has been revised in the land use 
discussion to clarify the surrounding uses (see Section 4, changes to page D.9-8).   
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Responses to Comment Set 7 
7-1 The environmental impacts of transporting petroleum products under the No Project Alternative 

are discussed throughout the Draft EIR.  The risk of accidents from tanker trucks is analyzed 
and is found to be a significant impact in Section D.2.5, Impact S-4: Accidents, Injuries, and 
Fatalities during Product Transport, on pages D.2-54 through D.2-55 of the Draft EIR.  Other 
impacts to traffic and air quality caused by trucking under the No Project Alternative are 
discussed in the Draft EIR, Section D.12.5 (page D.12-21) and Section D.3.5 (page D.3-19), 
respectively.  
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